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Infant Mortality Rates Rise 


Infant mortality rates in California for 1936 are | 1936 1935 
lightly higher than for 1935. Increases among races 
other than white are conspicuous, with the single Wl Dorado____________-________ 5 3314 2 
exception of negroes. While an appraisal of infant 
welfare should cover a period of years in order to ee 5 379 “2 
make a fair and just evaluation there is a significance Oo, 
in the trend of such rates during a single year. AN  fyperial Co. (excl. of)-.--..-. 93 150.5 65 
opportunity is provided, at least, to profit by a study RRR RO 42 1183 59 

. ae ] 10 68.0 12 

of the conditions in each community and to apply 15 725 
those attributes that are known to contribute to the Inyo -_---------------------- 5 568 7 
saving of infant lives. The following tables provide Kem Co. (excl. of) 
data upon infant mortality in California cities and Kings Co. (excl. of)_--------- 45 135.1 26 

Los Angeles Co. (excl. of) 162 338 147 

1936 1935 ee. 986 56.2 880 

County-City No. Rate No. Rate ee 9 74 7 

Total 4478 53.0 3973 86 34.7 83 
Alameda Co. (excl. of) -------- 53.0 14 50.4 50.6 12 

Alameda 7 23.0 2 7.3 23 27.5 22 

31 40.2 23... 38 27 25.0 23 

4 53.3 4 44.9 5 64.9 2 

8 34.5 jl 51.6 Redondo 2 54.0 3 

4 48.2 5 52.1 15.1 18 

1 15.1 2 26.0 13 21.5 9 
Butte Co. (excl. of) ---------- 25 68.1 19 54.6 Beverly 2 

S Contra Costa (excl. of) -------- 8 27.5 48.0 2 14.5 7 

14 49.3 14 52.2 Huntington Park 26.7 15 

8 94.1 5 36.8 1 90.9 2 
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1936 


County-City Rate 
Los Angeles Co.—Continued 
31.5 
50.3 
6 125.0 
46.0 
Marin Co. (excl. of) 3 7 
5 30.1 
28 85.4 
Merced Co. (excl. of) 41 84.7 
ee 9 43.7 
o 
Monterey Co. (excl. 42 65.6 
- 
400. 5 39.4 
Orange Co. (excl. of) 56 68.8 
10 50.0 
39.8 
90.9 
Riverside Co. (excl. of)__-_-____ 72 102.4 
Sacramento Co. (excl. of)---_-___ 9 65.3 
59.4 
San Bernardino Co. (excl. of)_ 69 72.5 
mean pernaraqino 102 90.7 
62.5 
S 
San Diego Co. (excel. 19 43.1 
139 44,2 
17.8 
9 36.0 
3038 41.6 
San Joaquin Co. (excl. of) 52 61.7 
San Luis Obispo Co. (excl. of)_. 4 19.4 
San Mateo Co. (excl. of) ~---_- 6 120.0 
1 18.9 
South San — 
Santa Barbara Co. (excl. of)_-. 25 71.4 
22 16.4 
Santa Clara Co. (excl. of) 71 
Santa Cruz Co. (excl. of) ----- 7 54.3 
14 49.6 
1 38.5 
23 62.2 
Solano Co. (excl. of) _--------- 8 42.8 
9 30.6 
Sonoma Co. (excl. of) 14 37.8 
19.6 
8 36.2 


3 


He CO Ol 


19 


1936 
No. Rate 
Stanislaus Co. (excl. of) ------ 20 40.5 
Tulare Co. (excl. of)--.------. 82 67.8 
Co. (excl. 56 103.9 
San Buenaventura_______--.__ 9 43.5 
60.3 

Rates By Race 

Total 4478 53.0 
67 51.3 
Infant Mortality By Counties 
254 42.8 
1 15.1 
9 55.2. 
33.1 
160 120.6 
170 86.3 
5 59.5 
45.5 
41. 3233 
26.3 
Mendocino 28 85.4 
56 59.8 
199 76.1 
168 43.2 


1935. 1939 
| No. Rate No. Rate 
i 20 40.1 
14.3 31 0.6 
142.8 18 65.0 
33.7 
83.2 2 43.5 
i 96.8 8 42.5 
10 68.5 
‘ 105.4 10 91.7 
4 7.6 15.5 
| 419 48 92.1 
60.6 20 
25 9 5 39.1 
69.8 3 19.5 
26.8 10 62.5 
88.9 3 20.3 
142.8 2 417 
i 2 61.8 11 84.6 
66.7 
| 56.6 
i 35.3 3973 49.5 
34.2 2546 39.5 
32.8 78 62.5 
84.4 44 109.7 
i 71 884 92 42.5 
H 28 66.5 65 43.3 
t 5 39.4 1184 100.7 
4 23.4 34 116.2 
17 47.1 
i 12 59.7 
2 = 21.5 230 39.8 
59 86.1 — — 
33 42.8 26.0 
7 42.7 32 52.8 
9 42.6 
101 522 10 61.0 
i 14 107.7 52 51.4 
43 47.2 9 27.4 
. 11 46.6 3 28.3 
69 «69.9 130 2.1 
9 8.1 52.6 
: 10 61.3 31 48.8 
142 105.3 
| 111 38.7 7 106.1 
2 27.7 140 85.1 
q 11 49.5 46 = 88.5 
i 251 35.2 2 24.4 
} 67 81.6 13 56.3 
$4 55.3 1812 «6486 
4 27.8 29 105.4 
10 51.8 7 25.5 
19 2 60.6 
2 41.7 11 30.2 
13 32.9 41 60.6 
1 3833.0 8 88.9 
— —- 1 
: 1 24.4 1 6.2 
1 175 8 33.5 
i 16 45.4 19 84.4 
{ 22 46.5 125 66.4 
q 21 73.9 14 54.9 
; 91 70.9 2 21.5 
E 15 29.0 99 61.1 
7 27.2 110 51.2 
1 47.6 14 107.7 
] 5 37.0 142 57.9 
6 35.7 142 40.0 
: 16 72.4 251 35.2 
14 55.1 105 66.4 
| 2 57.1 29 66.5 
18 52.8 18 32.3 
10 52.3 59 53.2 
11 49.5 114 56.2 
19 55.9 27 51.5 
3 20.8 14 
| 7 35.2 2 57.1 
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1936 1935 

No. Rate No. Rate 

a 25 33.6 29 42.4 
5 44.2 § 75.5 
16 76.2 13 73.0 


ROCKEFELLER AND THE PUBLIC HEALTH 


Many public health workers of California have 
been given scholarships from the Rockefeller bounty 


and through the educational advantages made avail- | 


able by this source the health of Californians, in gen- 
eral, has been enhanced greatly. It would seem most 
fitting, therefore, to reproduce the following apprecia- 
tion of John D. Rockefeller, which appeared in the 
London Lancet of May 29, 1937 :— | 

“With the death of John D. Rockefeller at the 
great age of nearly 98 years an almost legendary 


figure has stepped quietly, almost imperceptibly, 


from the present into the past. The day will come 
when his life and endeavor will be written at full 
length, for almost alone among the world’s rich men 


he has found a lasting place in the human imagina- 
There was something heroic in his mould, some-_ 


tion. 
thing dramatic in the denouement of his life, which 
made him the very sign and epitome of his times and 
the last and almost tragic representative man of an 
age of individualism which has perhaps passed for 
ever. The plot of his life is briefly told. Unbounded 
and selfsufficing ambition, machine-like industry and 
efficiency, riches amassed unemotionally and perhaps 
ruthlessly until they surpassed the count of man. In 
the plenitude of power and wealth came the convic- 
tion born of a deep puritanism that what had been 
wrenched without mercy from the world must be 
returned to it with interest; the machinery of his 
great wealth was put in reverse and the redistribu- 
tion was carried out with the same genius and unre- 
lenting thoroughness which went to its amassing. 

To medicine John D. Rockefeller has been the great- 
est monetary benefactor of all time, not: only as 
measured by the vast sums he expended, but also by 


the skill and forethought with which the money was 


invested. He was fortunate in his choice of medical 


advisers or perhaps it would be fairer to say he was 


incomparably skilful in choosing them. As his great 
wealth had been acquired with a vision which went 
far beyond the limits of his own country, so it was 


spent without consideration for national boundaries. 


In this country alone the Rockefeller benefactions 


have been of unexampled magnitude and as we look 


back on them we are glad to think that it would be 
hard to suggest how they could have been made to 


better advantage. Thus the schools of London, 


Oxford, Cambridge, Edinburgh, and Bristol were 


given princely sums for important and overdue 


schemes of expansion. In London outstanding gifts 
were those to University College and its Hospital, to 
the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, 
and towards the building of the new university prem- 
ises in Bloomsbury. Many other universities and 
medical schools throughout both the British Empire 


and the world have likewise benefited according to 


their needs and deserts. In the United States itself 
there can be few medical schools or research institu- 
tions which are not indebted to the Foundation which 
for some ten years or so after the war seemed never to 
fail to meet every really deserving demand. The 


central monument of the Foundation is of course the 


Rockefeller Institute in New York. In this institute 
medical research in its widest sense was given a home 
and endowment on a scale paralleled by no other 


medical research institution in existence. The finest | 


medical brains in the world were there attracted by 
the facilities for research. In this institute were con- 
ducted the work of Flexner on meningitis, of Cecil, 
Dochez, and Avery on pneumonia, the _ brilliant 
researches of Peyton Rous on transmissible tumours, 
Noguchi’s spectacular if sometimes misleading investi- 
gations on syphilis, yellow fever, and bartonella infec- 


tion. Here too Karl Landsteiner built up the great 


school of immunological chemistry the fruit of which 
is only beginning to be fully borne; while even wider 
in interest and passing far beyond the confines of 


medicine was the work of Armand Carrel on tissue 


culture, and of Jacques Loeb on the dynamics of liv- 
ing matter. Not the least inspired of the views of 
the Rockefeller Foundation was the realization that 
there are no real boundaries to scientific knowledge 


and that the problem of medical education and 


research is not so much one of medical education as 
such, but of education in general. Thus as the Foun- 
dation grew in experience and wisdom it became less 
purely medical in its activities, and in England we 
profited by this outlook in the benefactions to libraries 
and to such institutions as the London School of Eco- 
nomics. Relatively few of the great sums distributed 
by the Foundation took the form of permanent 
endowments. It was considered sufficient to plant the 


sapling and leave it to others to make the salutary 


effort by tending it and bringing it to fruition; but 


the Foundation never went by hard and. fast. rules 
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and where endowment was necessary and advisable it 
was arranged in the most elastic way possible. No 
institution and no individual who benefited from the 
Foundation ever felt the dead hand of formal charity. 
It is this tact and true understanding of the very 


spirit of learning and research which has earned the 


eratitude of the medical profession and which has 
been a model to countless benefactors who have fol- 


lowed the example of the great American philanthro- 


pist. To the medical profession J. D. Rockefeller 
will always*be-something more than the weazened and 


eccentric old gentleman who gave new dimes to pass- | 
ing children—something more too than the ‘richest 
man in the world, whose name became as proverbial : 
For the medical world, perhaps alone, is” 


as Croesus. 
in the position ‘to realize the grandeur of the drama 
of restitution which was played out in his life. In 
the midst of the murkiness and cruelty of the arena 
of nineteenth century commercialism, where he stood 


a peerless victor, he saw a vision and of that vision 


was born an ideal.’’ 


MORBIDITY 


Cimnstele Reports for Following Diseases for Week Ending 


July 17, 1937 


183 cases: Alameda 8, Berkeley 23, Oakland 6, Butte County 
1, Fresno 1, Los Angeles County 11, Compton 1, Inglewood 1, 
Long Beach 38, Los Angeles 26, Pasadena 7; Pomona 2; Santa 
Monica 1, Whittier 2, Hawthorne : Yosemite National Park 1, 
Orange County 4, Placentia 2; Tustin 4, Riverside County 1, 
Corona 1, Sacramento County 4, Sacramento 9, San Bernardino 
County 3, San Bernardino 1, San Diego County 6, Coronado 1, 
National ‘City 3, San Diego as. San Francisco 17, San Joaquin 
County 1, Manteca 2. Stockton 3, San Luis Obispo 1, South 
San Francisco 3, Santa Barbara 7, Santa Maria 1, San Jose 4, 
Turlock 1, Ventura County 1, Winters Ze 


Diphtheria 


18 cases: Hanford 2, ‘Los Angeles County 1, Los Angeles 11, 
Sacramento County 1, San Diego County 1, San Diego 2. 


German Measles 


9 cases: Berkeley 1, Los Angeles 1, South Gate 1, Newport 
Beach 1, Santa Ana 1, San Diego 1, San Luis Obispo County 1, 
Lompoc 1, San Jose 1. 


Influenza 

8 cases: Los Angeles 6, Anaheim 1, San Francisco 1. 
Malaria 

5 cases: Dos Palos 3, Davis 1, Yuba County 1. 


Measles 


52 cases: Oakland 1, Contra Costa County 1, Humboldt 
County 1, Kern County 1, Lemoore 5, Avalon 1, Burbank 1, 
Inglewood 2, Long Beach 1, Los Angeles 8, Montebello 1, Tor- 
rance 1, Bell 1, Madera County 1, Calistoga 1, Orange County 
2, Huntington Beach 1, Riverside County 2, Sacramento 4, 
Colton 2, San Diego County 2, San Diego 3, San Francisco 3, 
San Joaquin County 1, Lodi 1, Manteca 1, Tracy 1, Santa 
Barbara County 1, San Jose 1. 


Mumps 


148 cases: Berkeley 12, ge 5, Fresno County 1, Fresno 1, 
Humboldt County l, Eureka # Kern County 2, Los Angeles 
County 6, Alhambra 1, Avalon 1, Compton 1, Huntington Park 
|? Inglewood 1, Long Beach 2, Los Angeles 12, San Marino 1, 
Santa Monica 3, Madera l, Mill Valley 1, San Rafael 3, Mon- 
terey County l, ‘Monterey . Orange County 3, Orange 1, Santa 
Ana 3, Seal Beach 1, Riverside :. Sacramento County + Sac- 
ramento 1, San Bernardino County 1, San Diego County 4, 
Chula Vista 1, La Mesa 3, San Diego 23, San Francisco 26, San 
Joaquin County 1, Paso Robles 3, Lompoc 1, Santa Barbara 1, 
San Jose 1, Porterville 1, Visalia 5, Ventura County 4, Oxnard 
Marysville 


Pneumonia (Lobar) 
83 cases: Oakland 1, Fresno County 1, Fresno 1, Imperial 


County 3, Los Angeles County 2, Alhambra 1, Glendale 2, Los 
Angeles 12, Santa Monica 1, Torrance A; Isleton 1, San Diego 
County 1, National Cry i, San Francisco 5. 


Scarlet Fever 


69 cases: Alameda County 1, Alameda 1, Fresno County 1, 
Fresno 1, Humboldt County 1, Eureka 2, Imperial County 1, 


- Kern County 3, Bakersfield 1, Lassen County 1, Los Angeles 


County 2, Culver City 1, Glendale 3, Huntington Park 1, Long 
Beach 1, Los Angeles 12, Pomona ‘ Santa Monica l, Madera 


County 1, Monterey 1, Napa County 2, Anaheim 1, Huntington 
- ~ Beach 2, Orange 1, Sacramento 2, San Diego 2, San Francisco 


10, San Joaquin County °3, Stockton 3, San Mateo County 1, 
Redwood City 1, Stanislaus County 1, Corning 2, Yolo County 1. 
Smallpox 

7 cases: Long Beach Fe Santa Monica 1, Riverside County a 
San Diego 2. 


Typhoid Fever 


18 cases: Imperial County 1, Kern County 3, Los Angeles 2, 
Sacramento County 1, San Diego 2, San Francisco 1, San Luis 


Obispo County 1, Santa Clara County 2, Modesto 2, Tulare 
County 3. | 


. Whooping Cough 


861 cases: Alameda 2, Berkeley 1, Oaklana 11, Butte County 
2, Fresno County 6, Fresno 2, Orland 3, Kern County 1, Bak- 
ersfield 1, Lake County i, Los Angeles County 25, Alhambra B 
Avalon 8, Beverly Hills 1, Glendale 5, Hermosa 1, Huntington 


Park 2, Inglewood 2, Long Beach 2, Los Angeles 69, Monrovia 


5, Pasadena 13, Montebello 1, Pomona 6, San Fernando 2, San 
Gabriel 3, San Marino 1, Santa Monica 4, Torrance 2, South 
Gate 2, Monterey Park 1, Bell 1, Madera County 1, Madera 1, 
Mill Valley 2, Merced County 1, Monterey County 2, Orange 
County 5, Anaheim’'1, Brea 1, Fullerton 2, Orange 2, Santa 
Ana 1, La Habra 1, Riverside County 2, Riverside 3, Sacra- 
mento County 2, Sacramento 10, San Bernardino 1, San Diego 
County 6, San Diego 12, San Francisco 46, San Joaquin County 
14, Stockton 20, Tracy 2, Santa Barbara County 3, Lompoc 4, 
Santa Barbara 8, Santa Clara County 4, Palo Alto 6, San Jose 
2, Benicia 1, Stanislaus County 3, Modesto 8, Tulare County 3, 
Ventura County 1, Yolo County 4 Woodland 1, csaidstes 4 


Meningitis (Epidemic) 


6 cases: El Centro 1, Kern County 1, Lassen Goonty : Los 
Angeles 1, San Rafael L San can Obispo County 1. 


Dysentery (Bacillary). 


11 cases: Los Angeles County 2, Los Angeles 6. Colton a; 
California 2.* 
Pellagra | | : 

6 cases: Oakland 2, Los Angeles 2, Ventura County 1, Call- 


fornia 1.* 


Poliomyelitis 


19 cases: Alameda 1, Kern County 2, Los Angeles County a 
Los Angeles 10, Santa Monica 1, South Gate 1, Anaheim 8 
Brea 1, Seal Beach 1. 


Tetanus 
One case: Los Angeles. 


Trachoma | 
2 eases: Monterey County 1, San Francisco 1. 
Encephalitis (Epidemic) 
2 cases: Oakland. 
Paratyphoid Fever 
One case: Kern County. 
Food Poisoning. 
10 cases: Los Angeles. 
Undulant Fever 


6 cases: Bakersfield 1, Glendale 1, Montebello 1, Pasadena a 
Salinas 1, Palo Alto 1. 


Actinomycosis 
One case: Los Angeles. 


Septic Sore Throat 
One case: Lake County. 


Rabies (Animal) 


39 cases: Fresno County 1, Kings Sailer 2, Los Angeles 
County 8, Alhambra 1, Azusa 1, Burbank 1, Culver Chiy i. 
Huntington Park 1, Los Angeles 17, Santa Monica 2, Redlands 
1, San Bernardino 2, San Joaquin County i; 


* Cases charged to ‘‘California’’ represent patients ill before 
entering the State or those who contracted their illness travel- 
ing about the State throughout the incubation period of the 
disease. These cases are not chargeable to any one locality. 
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